Speaker 1:          Uh, can everyone hear me? Yeah? Okay.
                    Uh, thanks very much for that, Bea. I'm not sure I'm going to be able to follow that. Um, not being used to public speaking, I'm gonna have to kind of read extensively from my notes, so please forgive me for that.
                    Um, it is a cliché, but I'm actually really, really honoured, uh, to be invited to speak here and, um, you know, amongst feminists and socialists of the calibre of Ruth [00:00:30] and, uh, Beatrix. 
                    As a trans woman, I've identified not as a girl or a woman, but with girls and women, uh, for most of my life. I'm also a socialist who understands that, uh, there can be no progressive agenda that uses abuse and harassment to silence women, and there can be no socialism of any kind that tells women we're redefining [00:01:00] you, be quiet, and submit. There can absolutely be no human liberation without women's liberation. 
                    So, for those reasons, I value women's rights as highly as I value my own trans rights, and that's why, you know, I've marched through the streets of this city against, um, not only against, um, section 28, and stood as a proud, um, [00:01:30] and unapologetic trans woman, um, demanding rights, but I've also demonstrated and picketed in support of women's abortion rights and their right to control their bodies, and it's also why I'm here today implacably opposed to the, um, the proposals for self-identity of gender identity. Um, and I'm sad to say that, you know, the majority of transgender [00:02:00] activists are in support of that ideology. 
                    There's too much to cover, I think, in terms of, uh, the problematic aspects of both the proposals to reform GRA and also, um, the trans ideology in itself in this speech, but hopefully in the discussion, more of those aspects can come out, but, um, I do want to put things in, uh, a bit of a wider context before I touch on some of those issues, [00:02:30] uh, because I think, you know, gender is an extremely complex subject for, even for someone, uh, for whom it's been a central part of my life for years, someone who's done a psychology degree, uh, sort of who's been a political activist for 30 years. I'm always learning things. It is not at all simple.
                    Um, and also, I think, there are important, [00:03:00] uh, distinctions to be made as well, on the one hand, between everyday social sensitivities and status and even, to some extent, legal protections, and on the other hand, fundamental political, biological, and philosophical distinctions, which also need to be reflected in law. 
                    So, context. As one of those troublesome Marxists, I argue that [00:03:30] oppression is rooted not in individual prejudice, but in systematic discrimination arising from the needs of male-dominated class societies, latter-day capitalism, and one of the systematic aspects of discrimination is gender roles, their deliberate propagation and policing across the generations, through newspapers, film, TV, advertising industries, and policed by right-wing politicians, corporate media, religious [00:04:00] groups, families influenced by the ongoing justification of these norms, and still here today, in Britain, occasionally policed with violence, usually by male street thugs. 
                    The idea that the extraordinary richness and diversity (laughs) of human personality and interest would be adequately accommodated by two roles based on our genitals is frankly absurd. [00:04:30] If it wasn't such a deeply damaging, fundamentally inhumane notion, it would be laughable. 
                    So, why are we subjected to these deeply restrictive rules that limit and suffocate the scope of girls' aspirations, tell girls they're weak, frivolous, vain, only valued for their looks, and boys, that they mustn't cry, their tenderness, sensitivity, and heaven-forbid playing with girls' things or with girls, uh, means you're a sissy, [00:05:00] and who wants to be one of those?
                    The reason we are still subjected to these arcane and artificial roles is they serve important purpose for our ruling elite. These ideas have evolved over centuries, fundamentally to keep women in their place, in a subordinate role that seeks to control their ability to bear and raise children in ways that maintain, nurture, and replenish, um, a healthy and productive workforce at [00:05:30] low cost or no cost to business and to the state, and to exploit women's sexualized bodies to sell commodities, titillate men, and to further di-, divide and divert working people from recognising our common interests and common humanity. The system benefits hugely from all that. That's why the likes of the Daily Mail and the Tory right and Ukip have pushed these kind of norms. 
                    [00:06:00] Another is the gender role for males, which has also evolved in ways which, uh, attempt to control and shape men, in particular, working [inaudible 00:06:11], preparing them for exploitation at work or at war. And though occupying a more socially-valued and high-in-status category, the gender role for men is still fundamentally restrictive and exploitative, setting unrealistic standards of toughness [00:06:30] and emotional constipation, for instance.
                    When trans identities talk about cis people as individuals who are somehow congruent with their gender, not in conflict with it at all, I have to stifle a little laugh. I think it's fundamentally misleading. Even a man who sees no conflict with his gender role, but ends up committing suicide, as too many young men do, because his role and [00:07:00] the rules he thinks he has to live by as a man render him incapable of addressing his own emotional needs or feelings, is in fact, in a very real and all too human way, in conflict with his unhealthy, unnatural, and mentally corrosive gender role, even if he doesn't know it. 
                    Only a minority of adults fully conform to, to their gender stereotype. [00:07:30] Most people find that their real lives and real personalities are more complex than stereotypes, and whilst most conform in broadly socially acceptable ways, they don't do so fully. Many people, especially women, become aware of the oppressive nature of gender norms and actively rebel against them. Feminists and socialists such as myself are for the complete removal of these, uh, artificially [00:08:00] created rules and roles. 
                    However, whilst women in particular are oppressed by them, as well as in many other ways, some children discover that major or central aspects of our natural personalities and childhood interests are so completely incompatible with the gender role and norms inflicted on us at birth, that, you know, we find our core sense of self completely negated [00:08:30] and de-legitimised as children. The very same traits and interests that bring us shame and rejection seem to bring love and pride towards children of the opposite sex, and boy, do we notice. In my opinion, this is one of the major reasons children can begin to feel trapped by their bodies, because it's the bodies that determine whether our personality is treated with, with love and approval, [00:09:00] or shame and legitimacy, illegitimacy, sorry. Is it really surprising that kids [inaudible 00:09:06] identify with and, especially in the age of social media and an increasingly connected and ideological trans bubble, and it is, as members of the opposite sex? 
                    Yet, really, we're trapped by our norms, not by our bodies. On reaching puberty, there's also evidence that children can be further driven or [00:09:30] even begin to be driven towards trans identities, in some cases, by sudden homophobic rejection of emerging gay or lesbian, um, sexualities, and also by revulsion towards and/or attraction towards sexualized imagery and associations, bodily changes.
                    So, we're oppressed because, as defenceless children, we are invalidated and abused [00:10:00] by the policing of norms which serve powerful elements of society, and often by our own families and immediate social circle, and this rejection is hugely damaging to children. If and when we find the courage to continue to act in ways which are true to our natural self-expression, both as children or later as adults, we are often abused as deviant transgressors of gender norms, and even though our situation [00:10:30] has markedly improved in the last few decades, we're still subject to rejection, ridicule, discrimination, and yes, even violence. 
                    It shouldn't be a surprise, then, that many, many gender-rejected children can form entrenched opposite sex identification and see their only chance of freely expressing their natural personalities, um, without all that rejection, is to undergo gender reassignment, [00:11:00] um, and past that is, you know, to be taken for a member of the opposite sex, and that, in my opinion, is why, as long as society continues to try and shove people into these painful and, for some people, too painful, unbearable strait-jackets, then gender reassignment will remain a life-affirming, even life-saving, option for some people.
                    I do think, though, that we need to give [00:11:30] our children every possibility to be fully-informed and supported so that they can be as sure as they can be in young adulthood that they are not mistaken in their trans identity and that drastic surgeries and lifelong medication that follows are not unnecessary and simply adding to deeper underlying issues, and clinicians should be free to help patients fully explore their underlying feelings, their motivations and experiences, to uncover the actual [00:12:00] issues of what the, what is going on, and whether a person is likely to benefit from reassignment treat, treatment or not. We need more studies into the longterm outcomes of post-op transsexual lives so that that practise is evidence-led, not ideological and logically-led. 
                    All this, of course, would be uncontroversial in any other area of healthcare, but is utter blasphemy to the self-identity campaigns who argue [00:12:30] trans identities are fixed and innate, that such an approach amounts to conversion therapy. This is nonsense. There's no credible ev-, evidence of innate gender identity and we know that it is not fixed because the majority of children who identify as trans eventually desist from their once firmly held identity.
                    We also have a growing minority of de-transitioners, um, who realise after [00:13:00] largely irreversible treatments that they were mistaken in their identity after all and have come to reject it. Some are people who eventually realise their issues were around unresolved childhood abuse. Many de-transitioners are women who now realise they were butch lesbians all along who had no role models, facing a triple-whammy of homophobia, of deeply embarrassing heterosexualization [00:13:30] of their bodies, and a, you know, a repulsive pink, um, gender culture that denied their, you know, their masculine traits and was deeply offensive to them. 
                    Yet, such is the extent of what I can only describe as a liberal collapse before this trans ideology. According to Times journalist Janice Turner, who in a rec-, a recently approved NHS memorandum of understanding, states that [00:14:00] questioning a patient's declared gender or examining other underlying mental issues is equivalent to getting conversion therapy. So, are young lesbians presenting as trans to be regarded as acceptable collateral damage, then, because that's what it seems to be to me. 
                    Gender identity specialists themselves, we're told, are afraid to speak out. Big warning sign for me. [00:14:30] And afraid to do their job of actually exploring patients' underlying problems. In effect, they now seem to be little more than a rubber stamp for what may be a clear and good decision by one patient or a confused misreading of their thoughts and feelings by another, and self-identity will just make it worse because it will take any chance whatsoever of discovering any real underlying issues out of the equation.
                    Trying to [00:15:00] deconstruct sex, gender, and sexual, sexuality, along with a host of often other issues, including mental health problems in someone is hugely complex. If understanding your own feelings (laughs), and I say this as someone who did a degree in psychology, if understanding your own feelings and behaviour, uh, was so easy and obvious, the entire fields of psychology and psychiatry would be utterly redundant and pointless. What [00:15:30] this affirmation-only policy means is once young people self-define, they will be by default on a conveyor belt, uh, towards irreversible treatment that for some will only compound their problems. And this is a form of gross neglect, and I personally think a burgeoning potential scandal. 
                    This is being done in the name of trans rights to our children and young people, and that makes me absolutely apoplectic with rage for the injustice [00:16:00] and the ideological boringness of it, and the fact that, in the very worst possible way, this plays so much into hands of the right-wing bigots who would just love to return us to the days where they can call trans people perverts who are a danger to your kids, um, and make that back into the mainstream. 
                    Listening to so many of the trans activists, you would think that the oppressors of trans women are [00:16:30] feminists, such is the hate directed at women who refuse to accept that identifying as a woman magically makes you one. Yet, feminists explicitly oppose the gender roles that trans people are oppressed for transgressing, and feminists are explicitly against discrimination and violence towards trans people. 
                    No. We're oppressed fundamentally by a male- [00:17:00] dominated system, and the violence we suffer is typically from men. Whilst individual women may support or try to enforce gender roles or be prejudiced and hold transphobic or homophobic views, sometimes in powerful roles, there's, uh, addled family members of the children or, you know, there's teachers, employers, journalists, on the whole, women as a sex are neither in control of this society nor can they be fundamentally responsible [00:17:30] for the oppression of transgender people. 
                    Yet, many trans activists reserve the most venom for women who refuse to know their place or bow to the moguls that infringe upon sex-based rights. T-shirts like [inaudible 00:17:46] glorify horrific violence against and hatred of women. They have absolutely no place in anything called a progressive movement, and whilst [00:18:00] this may be the sentiment of a highly vocal and abusive minority even of trans activists, it's incumbent upon those activists who claim to be progressive, especially those who claim to be women and even, you know, feminists, to denounce such misogyny and expel such people from any of their campaigning groups. 
                    But it points to a wider issue of sexism, though, and one that's I think intractable within [00:18:30] the logic of the current, uh, ideology. Insisting that identifying as a woman makes you a woman is intrinsically sexist in the true sense of the word. Why? Because inevitably, if you say a woman is fundamentally about psychology, not biology, then at best, at the very best, you minimise biological sex. You minimise women's biological reality, their day-to-day experiences, [00:19:00] and also their long and proud history of struggle for reproductive rights, sexual health rights, and other sex-based rights. If you're blind to sex, it's inevitable that you will be blind to sexism. 
                    As we see with the neglected rights of young butch lesbians, the usurped rights the women in the labour party to specifically address their own political under-representation as a sex [00:19:30] by having seats and posts reserved for them being given to people born men, without debate or even the, you know, a modicum of consent. And as we're already seeing in terms of the de-, de-legitimization and the harassment of women who show a shred of independence from this, uh, movement, the female sex is being sidelined. It's being re-defined and being taught to make room [00:20:00] without pretence of consultation. 
                    People can't be reasonably asked to accept something that's not real, especially when it minimises their lives, but they can be ask, asked to accept the equal validity and worth of trans women and trans men, that we deserve protection, safety, dignity, and equality, and that we can find respect, solidarity, love, and a sense of belonging by respecting both women and [00:20:30] accepting ourselves for who we are, trans people, and possibly, gender role refugees. 
                    Our interests lie in a reality-based approach which seeks to advance both, um, groups' rights and services, and while respecting women's autonomy as well as our own, um, you know, because at the end of the day, we need, we need our own health statistics. We need [00:21:00] our own specialist services, and we also need our under-representation in politics addressing, not taken from women, who are also under-represented. Take it from the men [inaudible 00:21:14]. 
                    Help create extra spaces. Whilst the current law is not without its flaws and its, it enjoys, I think it enjoys a fairly wide [00:21:30] degree of credibility, including I'd argue for women, and it gives transsexuals who undergo, uh, gender reassignment, um, protection in a legal category akin to a kind of, um, legal manhood for a trans men and legal womanhood for a trans woman. 
                    Um, but crucially, it maintains a distinction in law with biological sex, and in theory at least, allows for sex-based [00:22:00] protections. Now, I think there are problems with that and I think it needs revisiting because it's not being used and it needs to be used. Women do need sex-based protections, um, but I think, you know, the basis for the law is already there, and whilst I think that the final decision of access to women's spaces should lie with women, um, I am for arguing for the defence of the current laws which enable us to live broadly in the way that we want, [00:22:30] uh, with an everyday dignity previously denied to us.
                    But I'm not for the status quo. I'm for drastically improving, um, and fully resourcing the system of assessment and treatment, which is far, we should be far quicker and more supported than the current one. It takes up to five years from referral to diagnosis, uh, treatment, and legal recognition. Five years is cruelly and unacceptably long. We also need prompt [00:23:00] treatment, fully-funded services, a range of, above all, safe, unisex, and single-sex toilets and changing room provision, and legal protection, I think, for everyone's right, every single person in the country, to free gender expression, whether they're at work, at home, or anywhere. 
                    And, above all, we need to fight gender norms and the actual forces that sustain them and propagate them, but as a tiny [00:23:30] minority, we cannot win that battle without allying with the women's movement, and that will only happen through mutual respect. One way of destroying that is to ignore biology and demand that subjective gender identity should trump objective biological reality. No. We will never tolerate that sexism, but we will continue to work for the voluntary unity [00:24:00] of all oppressed people against our common oppressors, and I urge transgender people to join us in that fight and to speak out against the sexism and misogyny of the self-identity movement.